Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 

to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other maiginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing tliis resource, we liave taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain fivm automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attributionTht GoogXt "watermark" you see on each file is essential for in forming people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liabili^ can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at |http: //books .google .com/I 









."li. 




V 



,£>^, B5i 



•ft. 



N 



Ojr\^ 



X 



\ 







/f* 



SUPPLEMENT 



TO THE 



ESSAY ON SURNAMES. 



c ' 



\ 
» 






<, 




L , Euyx,^ . 3 5 ^ ij, fYoi .*..*.? 









/ !f 



* 



> ♦ 



I I 



SUPPLEMENT 



TO AN 



ESSAY ON SURNAMES, 



AND THB 



$nU8 of fate sSecthig i\ax C^gt 



WITH 

COMMENTS ON THE SPEECHES DELIVERED IN THE HOUSE OF 

COMMONS BY SIR G. GREY, BART., AND THE 

SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 



By T. F. / ^ 



tarthau: 

PUBLISHED BY CHAELES W. REYNELL, 

LITTLE FULTENEY STREET, HAYMARKET. 

1863. 



I 



LONDON: 
PB1HTID BT C. W. BXTNSLL, LITTLE PULTKNKT 8TBEKT, 

H&TMARKKT. 




SUPPLEMENT 

TO AN 

ESSAY ON SURNAMES. 



The following letters were, among others, ordered to be 
printed by the House of Commons, March 12, 1863 : 

[Parliamenta/ry Pa;per No. 96.] 

Clytha, near Usk, Monmouthshire, 
November 17, 1862. 

Mt Lord, — ^Lord lianover, the Lord-lieutenant of this 
county, by a letter dated August 14th, 1862, officially informed 
your Loraship that I had assumed the name of '' Herbert," and 
that my former Surname of " Jones " remained unaltered on the 
Commission of the Peace of this county. This letter, addressed 
to your Lordship, was sent by the Clerk of the Peace of this 
county for pubhcation in various newspapers, by the avowed 
direction of the Lord-Lieutenant. 

I desire very respectfully to request your Lordship to direct 
that, at a convenient time, the necessary alteration consequent 
on my change of Surname may be made in the Commission of 
the Peace. 

Under the name of "William Jones" I have been on the 
Commission of the Peace for very many years, and I have never 
yet taken out a writ of dedimus potestatem; but, as all the 
names on the Commission of the Peace are called over aloud at 
the assizes, I am desirous I should, in future, be called by the 
name by which I am now known, and which has become my only 
legal name. 

It is not unusual for the names of gentlemen, either of hish 
rank or of property in a county, to be for many years on the 
Commission of the Peace without their taking out a dedimus 
potestcUemf and there is no known disadvantage in the practice.. 
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At all events, so long as I am one of the persons included in 
the Commission of the I*eace, I desire to be publicly named by 
the only name I am now known by and which has become my 
only le^ name. 

I may inform your Lordship that the adoption by my nephew, 
Mr Herbert of lianarth (the son-in-law of Lord Llanover), of 
the name of " Herbert," was sanctioned by a Boyal licence ; but 
that when I myself was desirous to obtain a similar licence I was 
told by authority ^though not in answer to a direct application 
to the Home Omce) that the rules of the Home (Mce did not 
allow it to be granted to me. I subsequently assumed the name 
of " Herbert ; " and, in order to publish to the world the 
evidence of the fact, and of the good faith which influenced me, 
I enrolled a deed in the Court of Chancery in order to record my 
change of Surname, and I announced it bv public advertisement. 

I was informed by my legal advisers, that by the performance 
of these acts I had fulfilled the duty I owed to the public, and 
that I had complied with every condition which the law imposes 
when a change of Surname is made. 

Since I have assumed the name of ''Herbert," the Lord- 
Lieutenant of this coimty has refused to recognise me by this 
name, and he has |)ublicly alleged that I had violated her 
Majesty's prerogative in not having obtained a Eoyal licence. 

If the law required me to obtain a licence on the change of my 
name I have erred ; but if the law does not require it, or if, as 
an act of official courtesy it is not obtainable (however legally 
objectionable when insisted on, if not necessary, as a colourable 
demand for fees on the performance of a legal act), I humbly 
submit to your Lordship my request, to direct the same steps to 
be taken, in order to cause a change of my name on the Com- 
mission of the Peace to be made, as are usually directed to be 
taken when the Lord-Lieutenant of any county officially notifies 
to the Lord Chancellor, for the time being, the fact of the change 
of Surname of any gentleman, named on any Commission of the 
Peace, having been sanctioned by a Boyal licence. 

I have, &c., 
(Si^ed) William Herbert. 

To the Bight Hon. the Lord Chancellor, 
34 Belgrave square, London. 



November 25, 1862. 
Sir, — The Lord Chancellor has directed me to acknowledge the 
receipt of your letter dated the 17th instant, and to express his 
regret that he cannot, consistently with what he deems to be his 
duty, comply with your application. As this is an official com- 
munication, the Lord Oiancellor is obliged, for consistency, to 
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tise that address by which you appear upon the Commission of 
the Peace ; otherwise, in oourteey, he would have been glad to 
have addressed you by the name you wish in future to betu:. 

I am, &c. 
(Signed) Halltbubton Campbell, 

Secretary of Commissions. 
WiLLiAH Jones, Esq., of Clytha. 



Clytha, near TJsk, Monmouthshire, 
November 26, 1862. 

Mt Lord, — My friend Judge Falconer, who is one of the 
magistrates of the county of Brecknock, has inquired, for me, 
what were the steps taken as respects the Commission of the 
Peace when those gentlemen now acting under the Commission in 
that county assumed new Surnames ; uie publication of the fact 
of their having changed their names having been made by Boyal 
licenses. 

Mr Falconer tells me, and he authorises me to repeat it, that 
the original names of these gentlemen remain unaltered on the 
Commission of the Peace ; but he adds, that he is well informed, 
on excellent authority, the clerk of assize, or his deputy at the 
assizes, when professedly calling over the names on the Commis- 
sion of the Peace, calls these magistrates by their assumed names 
only. 

Mr "John Ptory WiDdns" appears on the Commission of the 
Peace, but he is ciuled, at the assizes, by the name of Mr '' John 
Parry de Winton ;" and also the name of his son, Mr "John 
Jeffreys de Winton " appears on the Commission of the Peace by 
the name of Mr "John Jeffireys Wilkins." 

Mr "John Williams" appears by this name on the same 
Commission of the Peace, but he is called at the assizes by the 
name of Mr " John Williams Vaughan." 

These gentlemen are acting magistrates, except Mr John 
Jeffireys de Winton, now infirm, and they sign official documents 
by their assumed names. 

Whether or not the name of Mr " Herbert" of lianarth has 
been altered from that of " Jones" on the Commission of the 
Peace of the county of Monmouth since he chanced his name, 
I am unable to state ; or by whom, or when the idteration was 
made. 

Under the circumstances, if this state of things represents the 
practice sanctioned by the precedents of the office of the Clerk of 
the Crown, I humbly submit that my former application to have 
my name distinctly changed on the Commission of the Peace of 
the county of Monmouth may be assented to. 
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When the Judges of the Courts of Common Law assent to 
changes of name (without the ezistenoe of any Royal licence) 
being entered on certain rolls of those courts, the assent is given, 
and could only be ^ven, to a legal act done by the applicant. 
The assent is not and cannot be a personal fiiYOur, or an act of 
personal civility. It is the acknowledgment of a legal ri^t, 
though the onlj mode to enforce it may sometimes be the 
supreme obligation on the part of judges at all times to recognise 
the law. 

It would seem also, that the law on all occasions of a change of 
name defends the Boyal presence from any intrusion by declaring 
a sign-manual to be needless except when the mere grace of the 
Crown relieves property from an express condition which haa 
been imposed on it to obtain the notice of the Sovereign to a 
change of name. The general law most properly protects the 
Sovereign from claims for licences merely to sanction the 
assumption of Surnames when there is no other purpose in the 
licence. 

It would also seem that all persons are exempt from demands, 
imder colour of office, for the payment of fees, when in the 
absence of all conditions affecting the enjoyment of property, a 
new name is voluntarily assumed ; estates, also, have been trans- 
ferred by the judgment of the courts, on the ground of the 
legality and the sufficiency of the voluntary assumption of 
Surnames (without any Boyal licence) in order to satisfy the 
conditional limitation en such estates, when the condition has not 
required the intervention of the grace of the Crown. 

1 therefore again very humbly submit, in the interests of truth, 
and, as I am assured, consistcoitly with all deliberate judicial 
expressions of the law on the subject, that my name of ^ William 
Herbert," as m^ true and known legal name, may be permitted 
to be inserted m the Commission of the Peace of the county of 
Monmouth, and that I may consequently be hereafter called at 
the assizes by that name instead of by the name of ^ William 
Jones,'* which is no longer my known legal name. 

In this case all the material facts which authorise your Lord- 
ship to interfere have been officially communicated to your 
Lordship by the Lord-lieutenant. 

I have, &c. 
(Signed) William Herbert. 

To the Eight Hon. the Lord CHANcaELLOR. 



Clytha, Monmouthshire, 8 Dec.. 1662. 
My Lord,— I have no improper wish to intrude myself on your 
attention, but your Lordsmp's letter of 26th November, 1862, 
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Addreawd to me, is, in effect, the infliction on me and on my son 
of personal disabilities and personal disqualifications to hold any 
public office. 

This decision is made without any allusion to any violation of 
the law on our part, and therefore I think I have a most un- 
doubted claim to your Lordship's notice of this communication. 

I have asked your Lordship to recognise what I have been 
informed and believe to have been a most undoubted legal act 
on my part in the assumption of vhe name of " Herbert." 

Your Lordship's reply is simply that such recognition is de- 
clined. At the same time, I am informed that an entxpr on the 
Commission of the Peace is to govern the name by which I am 
to be personally addressed in official communications. Such an 
entry is, however, no exposition of the law of my case. The 
foundation of my application was that the entry on the Com- 
mission of the Peace no longer declares my true name, and I 
have shown that, in Brecknockshire at least, the official acts of 
certain magistrates are officially recognised by names which are 
not the names on the Commission of the Peace. 

A change of name may in many cases contribute to the happi- 
ness and contentment, and promote the interests of many persons. 

The recotcnition of such chanjges of name is not opposed to any 
law, and the public have an interest to sustain the general law 
which sanctions such changes. 

If a change of name is lesal, it is certainly an innocent act 

If there li^ been misconduct on my part, your Lordship under 
your authority of supervision of the magistracy, can remove my 
name from the Commission of the Peace, though such a step is 
never taken without a solemn statement of the cause and of the 
law which justifies it, and the opportunity of a defence being 
offered to answer any charge. 

My change of name seems to be treated as a personal disquali- 
fication to prevent the issue of a writ of decUmus potestatem, if I 
shall apply for it ; yet, if I have committed no act of misconduct 
I myself cannot justly be excluded from the Commission of the 
Peace. My son is, also, excluded from the militia by the Lord- 
lieutenant. The cause of this treatment has not been officially 
communicated to me, thou£;h I do not affect to be ignorant of its 
expression in the letter of August 16, 1862, written by your 
Lordshijp's direction to Lord Danover, and published by his 
Lordshjip. 

The (>own does not confer Surnames : a Boyal licence is merely 
a mode of publication of changes of name. The simple chaave, 
then, which can be made against me is, — tiiat I have not legaUy, 
or sufficiently, made known to the public my change of name. If 
this is so, I again appeal to your Lordship's sense of justice. 

Both I myself and my son, without any reference to any law 



8 Supplement to an 

which it is alleged we have violated, are now subject to penonai 
disabilities and to personal disqualifications imposed on us by joor 
Lordship and by Lord Llanover. This has been done in relation 
to public offices in our own county, where my family and ourselves 
have long lived with honour and with unstained reputation. 

Failing this appeal I shall confidentlv entertain &e belief that 
the great assembly oi which your Lordship and Lord Llanover 
are members, mindful of ancient traditions, and jealous of their 
own solemn obedience to the law and their guardianship of legal 
lights, will in the words of a memorable resolution of their house 
— " out of that justice of whidh they are dispensers against 
oppression and the breach of laws^' — ^relieve me and my mmily 
from personal disabilities and disqualifications of whidi we have 
in vain sought to discover the l^al justification. 

I remain, &c. 
(Skned) William Hkkbsbt. 

To the Bight Hon. the Lord Chancbllob. 



[extract from the ' TIMES.'] 

The Lord Chancellor has assented to make the necessary change 
of name in the Commission of the Peace of the county of Mon- 
mouth, if Mr Herbert will obtain a Koence and take somebody's 
arms. [iMUrfrom the Lord ChanctlXor to Lord Llanover, August 
16, 1862.1 What the Lord Chancellor directs to be done can only 
be done through Sir Qeorge Grey. The question is, whether the 
Lord Chancellor is aware of the danger in which Sir George Grey 
may place himself ? Li the case ol Rex v. Loggan and Froome 
(1 Strange, R 73), Br Loggan, the Chancellor at Salisbury, and 
Mr Froome, the Begistrar, were charged with having f OTced one 
Holjier, an executor, to prove a will in the Bishop's Court at 
Salisbury, which they knew had been proved in the Court of the 
TOTOvince of Canterbury, and thereby extorted 40s. from Hollier. 
The defendants were round GhUlUfy and the verdict was sustained 
on motion in the arrest of judgment. It was held that there was 
no titie to any fees— that Dr Loggan did not perform a judicial 
act ; and that it was a contrivance to get money when none was 
due ; and that the defendants had b^n guilty of extortion, in 
which act there are no accessories. In a large sense, extortion 
has been held to be oppression under colour or pretence of right ; 
but the offence is in the taking of something and not in the 
agreement of the parties. A l^al act had been done, and was 
complete in the Canterbury Court, and it wsb an act of 
oppression and extortion to require it to be repeated, with a 
payment of fees, at Salisbury, though null and of no effect. 

In Mr Herbtti;'B case he naa done a legal act^ and haa done 
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all that the lav te^uired of him to do, — ^namelj, to act in good 
faith,^ with an innocent purpose, and to give reasonably 
sufficient pubKcity to his act. By so doing his change of 
name was l^allv complete. But he is to be firctd to go to the 
Home Office and pay fees on the r^ublication of the same act, or 
he and his sons are to be disqualined to hold office in their own 
county ! If at the Home Office they are refused what the Lord 
Chancellor desires them to ask for, the family is to suffer for an 
indefinite length of time penal disqualifications on account of the 
performance of a legal act. But suppose that Sir Oeorge Grey 
knows that Mr Herbert is by official authori^ to a££ for a 
licence, and such a Hcence were granted and fees paid on it, 
would not Sir Greoige Grey fall within the principle of the above 

J'udgment of the ODurt of King's Bench, delivered by Chief 
Fustice Parker ? If so, then the attainment of a Boyal Licence 
by Mr Herbert is legally impossible, and there is no other course 
for the officials than to do as other persons must do and to be 
obedient to the law, and thus terminate a discreditable course of 
petty, personal oppression. 



February 9, 1863. 

Sir,— -I am directed bv the Lord Chancellor to inform vou that 
a petition was some short time since presented to the Lord 
Chancellor and the Lord Chief Justice, &c., in conformity with 
the statutes, for a new Commission of Sewers to be issued for 
certain districts in the coimly of Monmoutli. 

The petition was signed by the Lord-lieutenant, Lord 
Llanover, and Lord Tredegar, and several other gentlemen, and 
was transmitted by the Lora-Lieutenant in the uraal manner to 
the Lord Chancellor. 

A schedule of names of the principal ^ntlemen in the county 
of Monmouth was appended to that petition, and is referred to in 
the petition itself, as containing the names of the gentlemen 
whom the Lord-Lieutenant and the other petitioners recommended 
to be nam^ as the Commissioners in such new commission. 

A commission addressed to the persons named in that schedule 
has accordingly been duly issued by the authority and directions 
of the Crown. 

The Lord Chancellor has lately been informed that both in 
the schedule appended to the petition so signed by Lord Llanover, 
and in the commission as issued by her Majesty, you are included 
under the name and description of " William Herbert of Clytha, 
Esquire.'' 

The Lord Chancellor is therefore of opinion that these cir- 
cumstances render your case a peculiar and exceptional one, 
and that as he cannot permit the same gentleman to be called by 
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two different names in two commiasions from the Crown, he 
must alter your name in the Commission of the Peace for the 
ooimty of Monmouth, and make your description therein the 
same as your name and description m the conunission so recently 
issued by the order of her Majesty. 

I haye, &c. 
(Signed) Halltbtjrton Campbell, 

Secretary of Commissions, 
WiLLL/kM Herbert, of Clytha, Esq. 



[Note. — ^The Lord Chancellor has omitted to say in what 
respect the case is '' exceptional." It is no exception to any rule 
of law. Surely, in his high position, he would not seek to 
disqualify a person to hold office if the law did not authorise 
it ? The attempt would be oppression, and there are those who 
know that his Lordship is neither unkind nor disposed to act 
oppressiyely. But why is a doubtful expression used when it 
would haye Deen bold, open, and creditable tohaye said — there had 
been error, misunderstanding, or mistake P] 

On the 6th of January, 1863, Lord Llanoyer, on being informed 
of the intention of the Lord Chancellor to recognise the name 
assumed without Ucence, wrote a remonstrance to his Lordship, 
ending with this absurd and extrayagant protest : 

^'In the present instance the prerogative qf the Crown ia 
directly aseailedy and, as your Lordship stated in the letter which 
you addressed to me in August last, you could not recognise Mr 
Jones as entitled to be cail^ Herbert until he had obtained the 
'Bx>j2l licence to assume that Surname, the fact of that Surname 
haying been improperly inserted in the list of names in a 
Commission of Sewers, cannot be treated as a Boyal licence, 
designedly conferred by Sign Manual of the Soyereign. 

'' I consider it m^ duty, in my official capacity, to state these 
facts to your Lordship, <ustinctly recording my protest as the 
Queen's Lieutenant and as Custos Botulorum of this county, 
acainst the continuance of that error in the commission to 
which I haye directed your Lordship's attention." 



On Majch 17, 1863, Mr Roebuck, M.P., brought the 
oondnct of the Lord-Lieutenant of Monmoathshire and 
bther officials under the notice of the House of Commons^ 
on moying for certain returns relating to fees, roles, &c.. 
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oonnected with the grant of a Boyal licence on a change of 
Surname. His argmnent was so complete and nnanswer- 
able, that it was necessary to reply to it by apologies to 
excnse the official annoyance of persons who complied with 
the law and declined to submit to oppression. The report 
of the debate, as it appeared in the TvmeSy is nnfortimately 
very erroneous, and it very imperfectly relates what was 
actually said in the course of the discussion. Certain 
officials had, in their own words, dauned the right to 
exclude the Herberts of Glytha from offices in their own 
county on account of their having changed their Surname 
without a Boyal licence, and they insisted on imposing on 
this family personal disabilities on this account. They 
actively sought to inflict punishment without trial or argu- 
ment, or the statement of any law to sustain the course they 
adopted. It was affirmed that whatever legality there 
might be in the assumption of a Surname without a 
licence, they were authorised to withhold certain personal 
privileges which, if the change of name had been pub- 
lished by a Boyal licence, they admitted would have been 
conceded. For example : 

The Lord-lieutenant of Monmouthshire, on Febraary 24^ 
1862, directed Mr W. B. Herbert to be informed that in 
accordance with his [Lord Idanover's] promise, if he [Mr 
W. B. Herbert] desired it, he would submit his name for 
approval for an ensigncy in the Boyal Monmouth Militia, 
but that he could not submit a name assumed without the 
Boyal licence and authority. 

On Angust 16, 1862, the Lord Chancellor stated that 
when Mr W. Herbert, whose name was on the Commission 
of the Peace of the connty of Monmouth as Mr W. Jones, 
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'^ had obtamed a Royal licence to assume and bear the 
name and arms of Herbert, he would direct the alteration 
of his name to be made in the Commission of the Peace.'" 

The reason given was, not that what had been done — so 
far as it related to the assumption of the particular name- 
was objectionable, but that the form or mode of assnming 
the name was not the form or mode which they approved of. 
It was not before them to consider whether, under the 
circumstances, if even what they desired to enforce were 
done, some ofiGLcial persons — ^within the principle of the case 
of "Bjex V. Loggoun and Froome [1, Strcmge Bep. 73] — ^might 
not be guilty of extortion in enforcing assent or compliance 
to the mode of proceeding preferred, after the act of 
assuming the name was already complete and legally 
sufficient. Regarding only one very imperfect aspect of 
the case, they came to a conclusion which could not fail to 
be held to be erroneous whenever it should be impartially 
discussed. 

The Solicitor-General is reported to have said : " There is 
no law forbidding a man to change his name, but there was 
also no law which compelled his neighbour to acknowledge 
him under the name he might assume." — ^^ In the late case of 
an attorney, the Court of Queen's Bench, seeing nothing to 
the contrary, and being told by the attorney that he intended 
to use his new Surname in future, thought it right — as it 
was a case in which a man would probably put his name on 
a brass-plate on his door and be invariably known by his 
new name-to grant the application ; but in granting the 
very last application of this kind, the Lord Chief Justice 
Cockbum expressly guarded himself against kying down 
the rule^ that a man had a legal right to call upon the Court 
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to alter his name on the rolls. He said, the Court did it 
for ^ conyenienoe.' * There was no law on the subject^ bat 
when there appeared to be nothing arbitrary or improper, 
and when there was no encroachment on the feelings and 
rights of others, then it was courteous to accede to the 
wish of a person who might desire to change his name* 
There was, however, no principle of law that any person 
occupying an of5.ciaI position was bonnd to recognise a 
capricious or arbitrary assumption of names by persons who 
had no right to them, either by descent or by the inheritance 
of property." 

This proposition of the Solicitor* General is utterly un- 
tenable as a general proposition, though it may be affirmed 
as a jparUeuiar one. K he had said, in some cases, and on 
some occasions, officials are not bound to recognise changes 
of name, he would have been correct, and then, in the par- 
ticular case in question, it would have been necessaiy to 
have shown that any discretion in abstaining from the 
recognition of the name was properly and discreetly exer- 
cised ; if, indeed, it were a case in which it ought not to 
have been most willingly and freely exercised by immediate 
recognition. Discretio est scire per legem quid sit justum. 
It was not alleged, and it could not with truth have 



* The following is a list of the names of some Attorneys in the 
Law List : QuaiTel, Punchon, Goe, Seagoe, Stokoe, Snook, Stark, 
Square, Thick, Tuck, Stable, Atter, Diggles, Fitter, Babb, Besm, 
Bore, Boggie, Bouts, Bu^g, Cock, Cram, Cream, Damty, Ihrabble, 
Fear, G^amon, Gem, Gimlette, Ginn, Glubbe, Gudgeon, Last, 
Leaf, Luck, Mole, Neck, Onions, Papps, Press, Star, Dibb, Dim- 
bleby. Dodge, Dufty, Flook, Pike, To^, Twist, Twigg. Amidst 
thousands some men might eztrngmsh all reflections on their 
name by rare abilities, but not so as regards men of ordinary 
capacity. 
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been said, that there had been any encroachment on 
the feelings or rights of others, or that the act done was in 
any respect improper. The above extracts from the letters 
of Lord Llanover and of the Lord Chancellor merely refer 
to the manner of assuming the name, and there was no 
objection, and there conld be none, to the assmnption of the 
particular name which had been published and adopted 
without publication by a licence. 

The case in the Court of Queen's Bench, referred to by 
the Solicitor-Qeneral, is reported in the New Reports, p. 88 
\Ijx jpaHe OvmleUe] — and the Court is represented to have 
said : " We must not be supposed to lay down any rule as 
to the right of any person to change his name." But in 
iacb the Court was not called on to do so. It was asked to 
recognise a voluntary change of name. If it was not legal 
to make the change the Court could not recognise it ; if 
there were a legal right to make the change it could not 
refuse to recognise it. Only three out of many numerous 
cases, formerly decided [and all to the same effect] were 
cited, and the rule of law on the subject, which seemed to 
be unknown to the Court, and which it could not over-rule, 
had been especially and solemnly decided, after full argument^ 
in the case of Lusoombe v. Yates [5, Barnwell and Alderson, 
555], when it was held that the law not merely per- 
mitted the change of name, but would promote the purpose 
for which the change was made. The act of assuming 
another name being legal, and an estate being dependant 
on its assumption, it was compulsory on the judges in the 
discharge of their duty [namely, the recognition of legal 
acts], to declare that the estate in dispute was acquired 
through the voluntary assumption— without any licence — 
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of tlie new name ; the assainptioii of the particalar name 
being a condition on wbicli .the possession of the estate 
depended. K the Court had expressed any role in 
Qimlette's case it conld not have been other than the 
one acted on by Lord Tenterden and other judges, which 
was recognised not because ''it was convenient/' but 
because it was the law. The Chief Justice, in another 
report, is stated, in Gimlette's case, to have said: ''it ap- 
pears a man may go by any name he pleases, but the public 
are not compelled to call him by that name." In the case 
of Luaeomhe v. Yates^ however, Lord Tenterden and the 
other judges held that they were compelled, as judges, to 
notice the name which the possessor of the land in dispute 
had assumed by his own mere act and without a licence. 

There isno legal compulsion to address a peer by his proper 
title, and there is no penalty, and there are no measures 
which can be adopted in Courts of Law to compel persons in 
the ordinary intercourse of life to recognise either inherited 
family names or the assumed names of those with whom 
they are permitted to communicate. This is so as regards 
assumed names, whether the fact of the assumption of the 
new name is published by a Royal licence (for a Boyal 
licence is merely an act of publication, and does not confer 
a name) or is published without the add of a Boyal licence. 
K, however, in this statement, for the words " the ordinary 
intercourse of life," meaning thereby mere voluntary and 
social acts which may be neglected, disregarded, or passed 
by uncared for, however discourteous to do so, there were 
substituted the words " the ordinary business of life," or 
" in legal proceedings," then it will not be correct to say 
that the fact of the assumption of a Surname, either with 
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or without licencei cazi be disregarded or contested. The 
legal effect of the act of assumiiig a new name, in the 
absence of fraud, is the same when assumed either with or 
without a licence ; and there is an obligation to recognise 
the act whenever the recognition is not purely either 
courfceous or voluntary. For example, it was compulsory 
on the judges in the case of Ijusoomhe v. Ycutes to recognise 
the assumed name — not because it was directed to be 
assumed, but because the assumption was itself legal. The 
will of the dead man could not have made the act of the 
living man of any avail if the law had not so enforced its 
recognition as to prevent the possession of the property 
being disturbed on account of the possessor having assumed 
a certain name in a way authorised by law, i,e,, without a 
licence. The name, in this case, was assumed hefore there 
was either descent or inheritance of property, and the case 
itself invalidates both the proposition expressed by the 
Solicitor- General and its limitations. The change of name 
was made without licence, in the expectation of getting the 
property, and not by reason of descent or inheritance, and 
the title to the property was established because the pos- 
sessor bore the name at the time when the limitation took 
effect, t.e., that he had it hefore that time by his own act. 
He took the name legally hefore there was any descent or 
inheritance, and the Court was bound to recognise the act 
which had been done before the inheritance of the property, 
and which act entitled him to retain possession of the estate. 
Again : If a person is named on the Commission of the 
Peace of a county, it may so happen that he may change 
his name, after he has had the oaths administered to him 
under a writ of '^ dedimus potestatem,*^ Sach oaths must 
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be administered before be can officially act. Wben the 
cbange of name is m.ade after be is sworn in, tbere seems 
to be no instance of a new writ of " dedvm/us potestatem^* 
being sued oat. It is the person who has been sworn, and 
the mark or sonnd which differences him from others 
cannot, if it is changed, affect the oath which he has taken, 
— ^uor is a change of name a personal disqualification, — ^it 
does not terminate or suspend the duties of a magistrate. 
Nor does this depend on the fact whether or not the new 
name is licensed or unlicensed, for the publication of the 
new name by licence and its publication without licence 
are similar acts, and of equal legal force : i.e., are acts of 
publication only. It is a known fact that some magistrates 
— acting as such — ^whose change of name was published by 
licence many years ago, have continued to act in their 
assumed names, and are stiU on a Commission of the 
Peace in their original names. If their names had 
been changed without licence the law affecting them 
would be the same. K there are any acts, either 
official or otherwise, which require the recognition of the 
names of such persons, — and all men know how many 
events of life require their recognition, — ^the recognition 
of such names is compulsory. For example, — official docu- 
ments must be recognised. If there were no names to 
such documents, which in the generality of instances there 
must be, in order to make them valid, they might be 
null. Such a document may be valid when signed, and 
when signed it may be compulsory to obey it, and 
there may be an obligation on those to whom it is addressed 
to recognise the name of the person authorised to make 
the order, if it is to be obeyed. 

B 
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Or again: Suppose a person who is registered as s 
sliareholder in a company directs his name to be altered 
on the list of shareholders, and it is re^ed to recog- 
nise his new name, so that he is prevented to vote, the 
persons refusing to alter the name, when required to 
do so at the proper time, might find the rei^sal to be 
injnrions to themselves. Even if the person obtained a 
licence to change the name, there wonld be no more 
obligation to notice it than if there were none. A licence 
is not alone evidence of a change of name ; for, when 
obtained, it may be utterly disregarded, even by the person 
who obtains it. 

When the change of name of a person, named in a 
Commission of the Peace, is made before a writ of " dedU 
vims potestatem" has issued, it is necessary, before the writ 
can issue, that the new name shall appear in the Commis- 
sion : i.e., that the new name shall be substituted for the 
name already on the Commission of the Peace. If such 
person desires to obtain a writ he cannot compel the Lord 
Chancellor to correct the name on the Commission, nor 
could he compel the alteration to be made if he had a 
Boyal licence to publish his change of name, or has. 
announced the change of name in any other manner. A 
Boyal licence imposes no penalty on. any official or any 
other person if they should treat it as so much waste paper,, 
though a proper deference to authority would necessarily, 
cause it to be noticed with respect, and so far as assent to 
it might be necessary, it would no doubt be accepted with 
loyal obedience. Nevertheless, in the strict treatment of 
the question, it cannot be disputed that however improper 
the disregard of a Boyal licence might be, no penalty 
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could be impoBed on those who might attach no import- 
ance to it. In fact, the only alteration of the law, of a 
simple kind, which conld vary the present legal effect of a 
change of Snmame pnblished through a Boyal licence 
would be to give a special effect or authority, even without 
penalties, to a licence, by some act of legislation if any 
circumstances occurred to make legislation necessary. At 
present a licence may be disregarded on any similar 
occasion when a change of name without licence may be 
disregarded. It is, however, a source of reputation of 
high authority, but it is a reputation of no greater legal 
effect than any other reputation. Even the person who 
obtains the licence is under no obligation to take or to 
retain the name mentioned in it, and there is no penalty if 
any one were coarse enpugh or discourteous enough to call 
him by the name he has renounced. 

The Lord Chancellor therefore, in common with others, 
cannot be compelled to notice the change of name when 
the recognition is merely voluntary ; but it is to be pre- 
sumed the only names placed on a Commission of the 
Peace are those of persons whose services are desired or 
whose authority and position are such as to make it 
important to associate them — sometimes even only nomi- 
nally — ^with those who actively perform the duties of 
magistrates. The existence of a class of persons imme- 
diately connected with the GFovemment in the administra- 
tion of the law is useM and desirable, though all who are 
comprised in the class may not take part in the more 
active duties of their appointment. K they are proper 
persons to have been placed on the Commission, it is right, 
in the absence of all misconduct, to retain them on it, or, 
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if it becomes necessary to remoye any name, then, accord- 
ing to an usage which onght always to be observed and 
most jealously guarded, for it preserves and sustains the 
independence and authority of magistrates, such a step 
ought not to be taken without assigning an acknowledged 
and sufficient cause. If there is no ground to remove a 
name, then there can exist no sufficient reason to dis- 
qualify the person named or to deny his title [his personal, 
not nominal, title], to obtain a writ of *' dedwvue potestaiem*' 
to act as a magistrate. To retain a name which is to be 
published and proclaimed at every Assize, and which is 
not the name of the person designated, and which he cannot 
use in the procurement of a writ, would be obviously an 
act of official oppression, and offensively insulting. If on 
account of a change of name, it is thought fit to prevent 
a person named in the Commission by his original name 
from obtaining a writ, the honourable and only dignified 
course of proceeding would be to allege it as an excuse — ^if 
it were a sufficient excuse — ^to remove the name altogether 
from the Commission, and to insist, if the law authorises 
such an assertion (which it does not), that the reputation of 
the performance of a legal act differs, either in law or in 
morals, when the publication of the act is made known 
through the licence of the Crown, and when it is made 
known through other means. Would it, however, be tolerated 
that a legal and innocent act, which in itself and in the 
manner of its performance ought not to give offence to any 
one, could be treated as a sufficient cause to impose a 
personal disqualification and to remove the name on the 
Commission without the substitution of the new name P 
If there has been no legal and no moral offence committed. 
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the new name onght to be recognised. It is not for 
officials to express their opinion of the law which permits 
an acfc to be done which is innocent, bj making snch act an 
excuse to impose penalties or personal disqualifications, or by 
maJdng the retention of the original name on the Commis- 
sion a means of personal insult and annoyance. If the 
law is disliked which allows the act to be done, let it be 
made restrictive, if the Legislature wills it, in whatever 
respect it may be advisable. 

Again : ^ There is, it is said, no principle of law that a 
person occupying an official position is bound to recognise 
a capricious and arbitrary assumption of name by persons 
who have no right to them, either by descent or inheritance 
of property." Leave out of this proposition the harsh 
vituperative or objurgatory epithets, and substitute for 
them the more correct expressions of ^' legal and innocent 
acts," will it be said, ''a person occupying an official 
position is not bound to recognise legal and innocent acts ? " 
Will it be said it is excusable to pwmsh men on account of 
such acts P But even if the objurgatory epithets are made an 
essential part of the proposition, it will not become valid as 
an expression of the law. Its defect has already been shown 
in noticing the class of legal decisions, of which the case of 
J/useombe v. Yatea and Dcmes^ v. Lowndes [1, Bingham, N. C. 
p. 618] are examples. If, also, a legal or innocent act is 
arbitrary or capricious, it is not the less innocent or the less 
legal. It was said by a great moralist that society approaches 
to a peirfect state of government in the degree that penalties 
became needless. The Solicitor-General, however, affirms 
as a rule that persons in office are not bound to take notice 
of certain names because their recognition is not enforceable 
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by penalties— a rule of oondnct in public affairs which would 
be productive of infinite evil if it were adopted.* 

It has already been shown that, in law, there is no difiep- 
ence between the publication of the act in question through a 
licence, or the publication without a licence. This being 
so, the Solicitor-General ought — ^in order to be consistent — 
to affirm that officials are not, by law, bound to recognise any 
change of name, whether with or without licence— ^or the 
recognition depends on publication, and any sufficient publi- 
cation has the same legal effect as a publication by licence— 
and there being no penalty for the non-recognition in either 
case, there is no legal obligation to recognise any change of 
name under any circumstances. If there be an obUgation 
under any circumstances, there is a law, — and it has been 
abeady shown that there is such an obligation. K, however, 
it is contended that the observance of such law cannot, in 
certain cases, be enforced, this must not be denied. It is 
so. You cannot enforce it socially, and you cannot enforce 
it against the Lord Chancellor if he will not amend a Com- 
mission ; but you can enforce it against a Lord Chancellor 
if there were a cause in court before him, and the question 
were, recognition of the act or refusal to recognise it. When 
he is asked to do a voluntary act he is in the position of any 
other person, and he may recognise the law or not ; but 
little would be thought of the courtesy and still less of the 
sense of duty of an official who should frame his rule of oon- 



* This argument received an answer in the admirable speech 
of the Solicitor-General himself, delivered in the House of 
Commons in the case of the Alabama^ when credit was taken 
for not presuming the commission of offences^ and defending the 
recognition of apparently legal acts. 
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dnct, not on what he would be compelled to decide, if he 
were asked to apply the law, bat only by ascertaining 
whether or not any penalty would be incurred if he neglected 
to do what in honour he ought to do, and what, if he were 
sitting on the bench in the administration of the law, he 
would be compelled to do. 

If the terms ** capricious or arbitrary " could affect the 
question, it is to be remembered that if the donor of land 
chooses to attach — as a condition to his gift — ^the assump- 
tion of €mj Surname by the donee, this would be a lawM 
act ; and if there were a forfeiture or limitation over by 
reason of non-compliance with the condition, the condition 
would be perfectly legal. In such a case the law would 
recognise the assumption of the name without a licence, 
-unless there were a further condition that a licence should 
be obtained. Such a gift might be made by a deed iniixfr 
VW08 as well as by the will or settlement of a person 
deceased. The donor might impose on the donee not his 
own but (my name. It would not be possible to exhibit any 
condition more capricious or arbitrary, and in this instance 
there would be no right to the name either by descent or 
inheritance of property. Nevertheless, the rules of law are 
such that persons occupying the official position of judges 
would, contrary to the opinion of the Solicitor-General, if 
his use of the words *^ official position " includes judges, be 
bound to recognise the change of name if any question affect- 
ting the tiUe to the property arose in which the validiiy of 
the condition were involved. 

Moreover, what is the ordinary case of a gift of land by 
the will or devise of a deceased person, accompanied with a 
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request [not enforceable], or, a condition [enforceable] to 
change a name but an act of caprice — or, as Lord Mangfield 
termed it, — " a BiQy condition ? " [Gblliver v, Ashby, 4, 
Burrows, B. 1940], and yet, thongh " silly " or ** capricions," 
judges are bound to decree the forfeiture of property if the 
condition, being enforceable, is not fnlfilled. The caprice of 
the dead man mnst prevail — and it matters not what name or 
whose famihf name is imposed by the dead man on the living 
man — it may be his own name or the name of s(»ne other 
person (whose name has not been inherited or assmned by 
the donor or testator) — and yet the law will compel the 
assomption of the expressed name, or the forfeiture of the 
benefit oonditionany conferred. What is ^'capricious,'* 
therefore, does not conclude the question, however distinct 
and absurd the caprice may be. The dead man may order 
that to be done, which must be enforced, and which a sense 
of shame or respect for the feelings of others or their 
censure might prevent [though the law does not prohibit], 
if it were done by a living person. Such is the law, and 
judges recognise it. 

It was not badly put in the Times, as the Solicitor- 
Cteneral will admit, in Bishop Colenso's case, when a writer 
said : " I protest against any man being required to subject 
himself to pains and penalties beyond those which the Law 
itself enforces.'* 

Sir G^rge Qrey said : *' Mr Jones of Llanarth applied 
some years ago for the Boyal licence to change his name 
to Herbert. The representatives of several noble fiimilies 
of that name were communicated with, and when it was 
ascertained that they concurred in the proposal, the Boyal 
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licence was granted, and Mr Jones, thus anthorised, 
assumed the name of Herbert."* 

Thus the Home Secretary brought into his council all 
the noblemen of the same name to decide whether the Sign 
Manual should be attached to an act of publication to de- 
clare that a not uncommon name had been adopted by Mr 
Jones ! In what manner were the votes taken, and could 
the decision have been made by a majority P Is it neces- 
sary to belong to the peerage in order to have a vote on 
such occasions P K a man's name is not represented in 
the peerage, in what manner are the voters selected or the 
votes taken P If a person desires to become Mr Smith, 
would Lord Lyveden be the protector of all the Smiths, 
and could he forbid the assumption of the name of that 
distiQguished and very numerous family P Are there any 



* Sir G. Grey is also reported to have said : " It is stated that 
Mr Herbert, of Clytha, is equally entitled to change his name ; but 
there is this difference, that he never applied for a Royal licence." 
Mr Graham, the agent of the Clytha family, in a letter printed 
by him, says : " Not only did Mr Herbert see Sir Charles YDiing 
personally on the subject in the year 1860 ; but at the suggestion 
of Mr Herbert's solicitor, I called early in January, 1862, at the 
College of Arms, for information as to the mode of procedure to 
obtain a licence, when Mr Gibbon, the herald in attendance, 
answered my inquiries by saying, " that he thought as the licence 
had been wanted to Mr Herbert's nephew (Lord Llanover's son- 
in-law), that precedent would be sufacient to insure a successful 
application to the Home Secretary on behalf of the uncle ;" but 
Sir Charles Youn^ being at the time in the adjoining room, Mr 
Gibbon mentionea to him the subject of my application, and re- 
turned, saying, " Sir Charles says it is or no use presenting a 
petition to the Home Secretary, for it cannot be done ; a special 
order was given for the licence to be granted in the case of Lord 
Uanover^s son-in-law ; and at the time it was understood that it 
should not foe a precedent for any other similar application." 
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other cases in which the nse of the Sign Manual is pnt to 
the vote by a responsible Minister of the Crown ? 

The following are illustrations of some changes of name 
among members of the peerage : 



TiTU. 

80MEB8ET 

XTOETHUMBBSLJLND 

WELLINOTON 

LANSDOWNE 

▲NOLE8EA 

CONYNGHAM 

DE TABLET 

VENTEY 

FBAlfEFOBT 



Obioinal Naxi. 

SBYMOUB 

SMITHSOir 

WESLEY 

PETTY 

BAYLBY 

BUETOK 

BYBNB 

MULLIK8 

MOBBES 



AlSUlOBD Naxi. 

ST MAUB 

FBBCY 

WELLESLBY 

FITZMAUBICB 

FAOBT 

CONYNGHAIC 

WABBEV 

DB M0LEYV8 

DE MONTMOBENCY 



How were the votes taken when the last two gentlemen 
changed their names ? 

Sir G. Grey also said : *' When an application is made 
to a Lord-Lieutenant to sanction a change of name, it is 
only natural he should inquire what grounds there are for 
the change. There must be something like usage to sup- 
port the claim, or the greatest confusion would be intro- 
duced into socieiy. For instance, in the case of wills, the 
question of identiiy might be raised. There might be 
some doubt as to who was the person referred to by the 
testator, and it would become an important inquiry how he 
was usually designated. As to the returns for which the 
hon. and learned gentleman has moved, I think it would be 
wrong to give the names of all the persons who have 
appHed for leave to change their names, and whose appUca- 
tions have been granted or refused. Ab to the principles 
by which the Home Office has been guided in dealing with 
these applications, I have to inform my hon. and learned 
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Mend that there is no written law on the subject. Abont 
200 years ago the practice of applying for permission to 
change names arose, and in 1783, in consequence of tlie 
frequency of those requests, it was deemed necessary to 
put some check on them. A regulation was therefore 
made that all cases should be referred to the College of 
Arms. That reference is not, however, necessarily decisive, 
as it is intended only for the information of the Depart- 
ment. That usage has been universally adopted, subject to 
the modification introduced by Sir Boberfc Peel, that where 
there are no plausible grounds for an application, and it is 
obviously the mere result of whim or caprice, it should be 
at once declined, without any reference to the College of 
Arms, leaving it to the applicant to exercise the right, 
which the hon. and learned gentleman said all possessed, 
of changing his name on his own responsibility. Among 
others, illegitimate sons have frequently applied for leave to 
adopt the name of their respective fathers. Is it desirable 
that all these cases should be dragged before the light P 
Pain, I know, must sometimes be inflicted on individuals 
where a great public object is to be attained, but what im- 
portant end is to be gained by publishing these names ? 
There are some cases in whicb there could be no objection 
to give the names, but I do not think it is worth while to 
make any exceptions. I have no objection to make returns 
of the number of applications which have been made and 
of the number which have been acceded to, the difierence 
between the numbers being of course those rejected. I am 
also ready to give every information as to the fees which 
are paid over to the fee-frmd. I hope my hon. and learned 
friend will not press for further details, but will be content 
to accept the returns in this modified form." 
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There may be some misimderstaiidiiig of tihe opinion of 
Sir O. Grrey, for surely no person applies to a Lord- 
lieutenant^ even indirectly, to sanction a change of Sur- 
name or to investigate the grounds for it. No such 
application was made to Lord Llanover : he was asked to 
recognise the law unconditionally. If any Lord-Lieutenant 
set up any claim to enter upon such inyestigation, it would 
be so unbecoming and vulgar an affectation of authori^, 
that any person of common spirit would deride the invi* 
tation to submit to it. TJsaob there can be none ; neither 
can there be usage to compel any person to submit the 
reasons of their change of name to any public officer to 
investigate. There neither is, nor ought to be, any authority 
to compel such submission. Usage, when it prevails, 
a&cte all persons alike, but this Home Office usage has a 
sharp smell to discover and follow those only who have 
money in their pockets to extract. Lex uno ore omnes 
aUoquibwr. If persons do go to the Home Office in order 
to get the Sign Manual, and it is discovered that the 
change is not asked for in order to fulfil a condition 
connected with the enjoyment of property, then it is right 
they should be repelled, and that the Sign Manual of the 
Sovereign should not be given with a view to add an 
apparent Royal sanction to acts which do not require 
it in order to give to them legality. And what is this 
usage ? Is it to submit to be fined P To be fined 
for what i To be fined in order that a fussy clerk 
at the Home Office shall get a needless signature. The 
signature when obtained has what effect ? It confers no 
honour : it merely publishes what the applicant has chosen 
to do of his own accord, and when the licence does not 
express the grace of the Crown to relieve a person 



Essay on Surnames. 29 

from an onerous condition, the Home Office aasTunes merely 
the duties of a town crier. So far from a licence conferring 
honour, the names of some of those who have obtained 
such a document are concealed. It was represented it 
would give pain if their names were known, and that 
illegitimate sons have "frequently" obtained such licences, 
and " it was not desirable these cases should be dragged 
before the light." As the legal object of the licence is 
" publication" of the change of name, is the legal purpose 
of it complete if the fact of the issue of the licence is not 
made publicly known ? Is not also the official concealment 
of a licence the most efficient mode of creating the very 
confusion of identity which Sir G. Ghrey deprecates. 

Sir G. Orey also represented that the practice of obtain- 
ing permission to change names arose about 200 years ago, 
though the new names invented in that time, without 
permission, must bear an enormous proportion to those in 
which any permission to make the change was given. 
Still it were to be wished he had named the instances he 
refers to. There are cases of transfer of coats of arms and 
at the same time names of ancient date, but the arms 
being a personal inheritance, it was long held that a licence 
from the Crown was needed to transfer a coai of cvrma, 
K he alLudes to Lord Delaware's case, that certainly is 
no authority in &vour of his statement : it was a mere 
herald's question involving a claim to coat armour. If 
it were said, "persons ought not to be encouraged to 
learn to write because they might be enabled to commit 
forgery," the saying would be equally inconsiderate as 
the objection to an unlimited power to change Surnames. 
Secretaries of State have never been asked to obtain the Sign 
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Mannal for the pnblicatioxi of names when the applicants were 
not well-to-do or not wealthy. The very class of persons 
respecting whose identity there can be no doabt, is the only 
class they wish to compel to come within official meshes. 
There has been no reason to complain that those who have 
changed their names without licences (not for the purpose 
of fraud) have either been too numerous, or so indifferent 
to their own interests, or to those connected with them, 
that any case has arisen to make an alteration of the law 
necessary. But even if it were so, the necessity of change 
of law would not authorise officials to treat as illegal what 
are legal acts, or to say that legal acts are not to be noticed 
when they, from their high seats, affect displeasure at their 
occurrence, or that they will invent annoyances, or pains 
and penalties, in order to enforce obedience to their will. 

Who has been damaged in this contest ? Not those who 
have placed their confidence in the law. It has been 
official authority alone that has suffered through unfounded 
personal pretensions to power. 

And how has this question arisen P Those who have 
been opposed were not outcasts of society ; not persons 
proposing to do an act in any way blameable, but gentlemen 
whose families are honourably known, and who, under our 
social system, which to foreigners is constantly unintelligible, 
are, in their rank of society, on a perfect footing of equality 
with those who are known by the highest titles. What 
pretence was there to attempt to punish these gentlemen P 
What reason was there to invent new rules of official 
morality, and to lay down as a principle that the vast class 
of human actions which may lawfully be done are not to be 
officially recognised [though the non-recognition of some 
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such acts might excnsablj be exceptionable] until some 
law officers of the Crown have completed, and the legisla- 
ture has sanctioned, an enormons catalogae of penalties to 
enforce their recognition? What was there to provoke 
these attacks on public morals which recognise as lawful 
all that is innocent, and to seek to undermine principles 
which largely contribute in their observance to the happi- 
ness of society ? The acts, in the oases in question, were 
not condemned ; it was their lawM performance without 
the payment of fees, or official leave, which caused offence. 

The course to be pursued by officials when they possess 
a discretionary authority ought not to be to resort to 
excuses, in the exercise of any discretion, founded on 
extreme or rare or improbable cases. All power is capable 
of abuse, and if the possibility of abuse were always to be 
a sufficient hindrance to its existence, no power, however 
necessary for the most beneficial purposes, could be con- 
ferred upon any person, though indispensable for the pro- 
motion of the comfort and contentment of a community. 

It may be repeated — " That it is of no importance to the 
pubHo what name a private person assumes; but it is 
important to every one that a law which may contribute to 
the happiness and interests of many persons shall not be 
disregarded by officials ; that personal disqualifications 
shall not be imposed by the mere authority of officials on 
account of legal and innocent acts ; that pecuniary demands 
in the shape of fees shall not be enforced by mere official 
authority on account of the performance of a lawful act ; 
and that conditions unknown to the law shall not be 
imposed on those who may ask for the issue of writs to 
enable them to perform public duties." 
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BwuiinmiMo nomtma^ cognommSypramomims recognoscencU 
smgulos impositio libera est privaMs, ita eorwra mutaMo vrmo' 
eentibus peruyulosa non est, Midare itaque Nomen, vel prae' 
nomen swe cognomen^ sine aliqua fbaude licito jube, si liber 
68, seou/ndum ea^ quas saepe staMda smd, rninime proMberis : 
nullo ex hoc praeQud^do fuhiro, — Cod. Lib. ix, Tit. 25. 

In similar terms the Lord Chancellor will express the 
law whenever he may be required to declare it. 



^1 
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TO THB EDITOR 09 THB 'TIMXS.* 

Sin, — ^The debate of last nigbt on this subject nnut hare effieo 
tually dispelled the notion which has led Lord Uanorer S9 
wideljfp astray, that the Queen either claims or exerdses any 
especial prerogatiye whatever connected with the subject of 
change oi Surname ; or that a Boyal licence is anything more 
than the recognition in the highest quarter of a yoluntary acft 
already accomplished. Its recipient is not even cc»npelled to bear 
for a day the Surname which it aothonses him to assume ; nor 
are other people er^ained fyUiQ reeognUe. him ly tk&t namefj ^ 
tkey are wot iielined to do eo. The case of the Eight Hon. R 0» 
Dundas, who in 1836 obtained a ISoyal licence, in oomplianee 
with the conditions of a will by which he ihherit«i a consiaeraUe 
estate, to bear the name ol Christopher oit/y, and who, in spite of 
that licence and without either procuring its rerocation or 
obtaining the grant of a fresh one, has since sat in Fsurliament 
under the Surname of Kisbet, and w^o now bears the Surname 
of Hamilton^ assumed proprio motu, completely establishes this 
point. 

It would have been Tery oonveniefnt fbv the pvUic if Mr 
Boebuck could have prevailed on Sir Oeoxge Grey to grant a 
return of the ndes hr which the Home Oflfee is guided in con- 
ceding and in withholdiug Boyal licences* lor change of name. 
There exists, however, one serious obstacle to the pr^»aration ol 
such a return, and that is that the Home Office, firom time 
iimBemarial, has been graded on tlist point b v no fond rules or 
principles whaterer, and that Eoyal licences have always been 
{[ranted and withheld by the Home Secretvy according to the 
mfluence possessed by and the pressure exercised in &vonr of 
those who applied for them. 

&ar George Q(rey stated, however, that a ruk. had been laid 
down by tl£ late Sir Bobeart Peel that where the ai^cation for 
a Boyal lioenee anpeared to be based on trifling or capricious 
grounds it shoukT invariably be refused. Now ^r Bobert Peel 
died in I860. I And that in that year a gentleman naned 
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Laurie obtained two lUmd lioenoes to cbanjge bia name ; first to 
Nortbdale, and tben to N uthall, '' in complianoe with tbe will of 
tbe late Oeitberine Jack, spinster, of Sloane street." In 1851 a 
lady named Brabam was permitted by Boyal licence to assume 
tbe name of Medows, on tine plea tbat sbe was '' tbe co-beiress 
expectant" of ber aged crandmotber, wbo was so called. In 
1852 a gentleman named Itust was granted a Boyal Kcenoe to 
assume bis wife's maiden name, I^Eye, '^ out of respect to ber 
memory." In 1853 a Mr Penny was allowed to assume tbe name 
of Harwood, '' by wisb of bis motber, out of respect to bis grand- 
motber." In 1864 Tbomas dugas, of Guems^, was permitted 
by Boyal licence '^ to use bis paternal name of CSucas." In 1855 
a Miss Gkdston was allowed to assume tbe name of Stepney, ^' out 
of respect to ber maternal ancestors in general" 

It is difficult to conceive more trifling erounds tban those on 
Boyal licences have been granted in the above-quoted instances. 
And there is another class of applicants towards whom, according' 
to Sir George Grey, tbe Home Office j)erver8ely shows especiiQ 
indulgence — ^the reputed fathers of illegitimate children. These 
erring persons are freely permitted, if mey please, to confer their 
family names upon any or upon aU of tiieir reputed ofbpring, 
while the unhappy results of their profligacy are treated with no 
such lenity ; for if an illegitimate son applies for a Boyal licence 
to assume tbe name of bis reputed father he has no chance of 
obtaining it, unless bis parent concurs in tbe application. Tbe 
London Gcuette furnishes abundant instances of tne injustice thus 
perpetrated in ber Majesty^s name in favour of the fornicator,' 
and to the detriment of bis victims ; but for obvious reasons I 
forbear to quote them. 

Mr Boebuck cited last night the case of Sir John Jones, 
K.C.B., wbo commanded with tbe createst distinction the 60tb 
Beffiment during tbe late mutiny m India. It seems that tbat 
gallant officer is.the son of a Mr St Paul, tbat he is now desirous 
of assuming bis father's name, having hitherto, for some unex- 
plained reason, borne the name of Jones. Tins he has a perfect 
right to do if he pleases ; but the official authorities, as usual, 
are determined to throw every possible obstacle in bis way, and 
so, having entered the army as ^ Jones," Jones be must remain, 
for tbe War Minister will not allow bis name to be changed from 
Jones to St Paul in the Army LiH, 

Tet, in 1840 we find, by the April Army Listy that lieutenant- 
Colonel Benjamin Badcock was in command of the 15tb Hussars, 
while in the Army List of the following month lieutenant- 
Colonel Benjamin Jjovell is recorded as hbina the commanding 
officer of tbat corps. The London OazeOe of tiie same date thus 
explains the discrepancy : 



Appendix. 35 

' *^The Queen has been pleased to crant linto Benjamin Bad- 
eock, Esq., a lieutenant-colonel in the army, commanding the 
15th Hussars, her Boyal licence and authority that he and all 
his issue respectively ma;^ (from respect and affection for the 
memoiy of his ancestor, Sir Salathiel LovelL Ejiight, some time 
one of the Barons of the Court of Exchequer) take and bear the 
name of Lovell in lieu of his present name." 

It may not be amiss to add, in corroboration of the plea thus 
successfully uiged by Colonel Badcock for obtaining a Boyal 
licence to change his name, that Sir Salathiel Lovell, for whom 
he professed to entertain such singular affection and respect, had 
died exactly 127 years before his descendant bethought hun cl 
adopting his name. 

Had Colonel Badcock, like Mr Buggy, of Bedford, asked for a 
licence to change his name because he considered it an unplea- 
sant one, his ckim would have been rejected as trifling ana fri- 
volous. But when he based his application on his respect and 
affection for the memory of one of Queen Anne's Barons of the 
Exchequer no resistance appeal's to have been made to such a 
claim. 

It seems hard, however, after this Badcock-Lovell case, to see 
how Sir John Jones can fairly be debarred from assuming his 
paternal name of St Paul on the frivolous plea that it is too 
much trouble to record the change of name in the Army Listy 
which is reprinted and re-corrected every month in the year. I 
may as weU add to my list of instances of the anomalous con- 
duct of the Home Office on the subject of Boyal licences the case 
of the Bight Hon. the Chancellor of the Exchequer. Sir 
Bernard Burke records in his ' Peerage and Baronetc^,' under 
the head of '' Sir John Gladstone," that in 1836 Mr Ghulstone 
and all his family, whose real name up to that time had been 
Gladstones, applied for and obtained a Boyal licence '^ to drop 
the final 's' in their names." No reason was afisigned for this 
singular step, nor was the concession of the licence ever pub- 
lished in the ChiaetU. 

I am. Sir, your obedient servant, 
March 19. Common Sense. 



Sir John Jones served the campaign of 1857-58 against the 



* The name of ** My Lord Doctor Mr John Gladstones*' appears 
on the roll of Judges of the Court of Session of Scotland in the year 
1642. 
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mutmeera in India ; ooBunaaded the 1st Bftttalion 6(Hh BiteB at 
the actions on the Hindnn of Mar dOth and dLst, battle of 
Budlee ke Send and f orang the heights beforo Ddhi on June 8th^ 
throughout the siqge operaoons before Belhiy action of Jane 19th, 
attack on the Subeee Mnndi (m July 13th (commanded column of 
attack), and covering the assaulting eoLumns at the stonning iA 
the dly on September 14th. Commanded the left attacking 
column within the cit^ frcHn 15th to 2(Hh Septembo^ hxa^k 
through the <atyi blew open tJie gates, and took possession of the 
palace on S^piember 20th, 1857* Commanded as Bri|;adiei^ 
General the Koorkee Field Force IJuoughout the operations in 
Bohilcund fnmi April 17th to Jime 20th, 1658, including the 
actions of Bugawalla and Nugena, relief of Muradabad, action 
on the Dojura, assault and ca{Sure of Bareilly, attack and bom- 
bardment of Shahjehanpore, defeat (^ the rebels bs^ relief d 
the garrison, capture of the fort oi Bunnai, pursuit of the enemy 
to the left bank of the Goomtee, and destruction of the fort of 
Mahomdee, oommanded the BatUlion at the action of Pu«gaon. 
Eeceived the thanks of General Wilson, of Iiord Clyde, and of 
the Gk>yeraor-General in Council (C.B., Colonel for distinffttished 
service in the field, good-service pension, K.C.B., and medal and 
dai^). 

A writer in the 2¥me#. March 22, 1863, after recounting his 
great services, added ''that during the command of Sir John 
Jones, the lives of hundreds rented upon his word ; but not a 
iryllable was ever breathed against his hunumity, and he ever 
tempered justice with mercy." 



ID THB EDITOK OF THB ' TI1CB8.' 

SiiL — ^A correspondent in your impression of this dirjr, ngning 
himself '' Justitia/' after recapitulating the good services of Sir 
John Jones, describes that gallant officer as '' one whom it de- 
lights the Minister of War to insult." 

The supposed insult consists in the fact that Sir John Jones is 
desirous, for family reasons, with which the public have no 
concern, to assume his fatihei^s name, ''St Paul;" and that, 
being an officer in the army, he cannot conveniently do so imless 
the Minister of War will permit his name to be changed in the 
Army List — ^a step which Sir George Lewis declines to sanction, 
unless Sir John applies for, obtains, and pays for a Boyal 
licence. 

Were ^ John an attorney, the Lord Chief Justice would at 
once allow his name to be altered on the Bolls of the Court of 
Queen's Bench ; were he a private individual, he could legally 
effect the change which he desires to accomplish by public deed 
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and ad^erfaaoment ; but as he in merely a very diflrtaugoifihed offioer 
in the army, and he is at the mercy of the MiniBter of War, who 
«anthiia thwart him if he oonsiderB it worth his while to do so. 

It is absurd to suppose thai Sir €horae Lewis is aduaied hf 
4jmf desire to insuU «ur John Jonas by cledining to accede to hu 
wish. All that Sir Qeorge means is^ that the exiHtJng state of 
the law «£Eecting changes of name u, in his opinicm, nnsatia- 
factory; that he oonceiTes it oaght to be more ckieely defined and 
regulated; and tiiat he is th^efore determined to offer to its 
operation all the opposition whidi his hi^ official positioii places 
at his command. 

But Sir Geoige appears to forget that, in acting thus, he is 
settinff a very evil example. A s&tesman who is War Minister, 
and -who has been Home Secretary, ought surely to stand up for 
a strict observance of the laws of the land as they are. If he 
oonsideiB them defectiye. Aw high position and his great expe- 
rience render him peculiarly well qualified to bring about their 
amendment ; while Sir John Jones, an officer of fortune, has no 
such advanta^, and can only avail himself of them as they 
stand, which is all he is seeking to do. 

Sir John may not have 1002. or 1502. to throw away in fees to 
the Home Office and the Heitdd's College ; his case possibly may 
not come within the imaginary rules by which the Home Office 
pretends to be guided in granting Boyal licences for change of 
name ; nevertheless, he may have urgent reasons for adopting 
the avowedly legal step which he seeks to take. Why, therefore, 
should he be thus vezatiously thwarted? Why uiould the 
Minister of War unnecessarily throw any offidai impediments 
in his way. What good end does he attain by doing so ? 

We have seen tluit the Bight Hon. £L A. C. D. N. Hamilton 
has been allowed to assume at least two of his numerous Sui> 
names without obtaining any licence, paying any fees, or being 
subjected to any official annoyance ; and Mr Hamilton is a 
Deputy-lieutenant, a Privy Councillor, and a ceunty magistrate.* 
Another instance, equally salient, has recently come to my know- 
ledge, of change of name without Boyal Hcenoe and without 
official persecution. 

In 1847 Mr James Bobebt Hope, the eminent counsel, assumed 
the name of Scott, and as Mr Hope Scott, Q.C., he has since 
become t^e son-in-law of the late, and the brotibeivin-law of the 



* It has been stated that a Herald's licence from the office of the 
Xibrd Lyon in Sootiand was obtained ; but such a licence would not 
be a Sign Manual, nor liable to the duty on licences under Uie Sign 
Manual. 
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E resent Earl Mainhal of England. The Earl Marahal is the 
ereditary head of the HeralcrB CoUege, and as each appoints all 
the officers of that body, the veiy one to whom the ETome Office 
refers all applicants for Boyal uoences, in order that their rear 
sons for changing their names may be investigated and approved ; 
and here we actually have the Earl Marshal's own son and 
brother-in-law dispensing with the costly and capricious luxury 
of Boyal licence, and without troubling the Herald's Office at 
alL ♦ ♦ ♦ 

When Mr Hope Scott applied in 1863 to the Bank of England 
to alter his original name, as a holder of stock under a deed of 
trust, to that \^ch he had thus assumed, his request was at once 
mnted, under an affidavit from one of the clerks of Messrs 
Goutts, that James Bobert Hope Scott was the person described 
in the bank books as James Itobert Hope ; the other parties in 
the trust deed joining with Mr Hope Scott in the request that 
such change might be made. 

If the Bank of Ei^;land can deal thus simply with sudi a 
simple matter, why cannot the War Office ? 

March 25. ComcoM Sense. 



Paul II, described as " tuperhuB et lUerarum osor^ and who 
boasted that *' omnia iura in scrinio pectoris sui recondita esse" 
is said to have held the opinion, that all persons who assumed 
names had some bad design, and he imprisoned several per- 
sons in order to discover the cause. He subjected Platina, the 
author of the ' lives of the Popes' [who died m 1481] to a severe 
confinement, and to be put upon the rack and tortured. — " Pom- 
ponio was at this time brought from Venice. Being examined 
why he changed the names of men to whom he wrote, he an- 
swered boldly, as his humour was, that it did not concern either 
his judges, or the JPope, under what name he pleased to go, so 
that he had no bad end in it i for that out of r^pect to antiquity 
he was wont to make use of many ancient names as spurs to 
stimulate the modem youth to virtuous emulation. [See 
Platincis Lives qf the Popes, by Paul Bycaut, pp. 409, 411, 
and 41 2J. Pope Sixtus H endeavoured to repair the wrong done 
to Platma, and placed him in charge of the library of the 
Vatican. 



A change of name is not so important an act as that of mar- 
riage, but if a registration of changes of names is desirable — and 
it may be — let mere changes of name be recorded in the same 
way and on similar terms as the usual entries in the books of 



V ^* 
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Begifltration Offices ; but without a law to control it, the will of 
officials must become oppressive even in these matters. 



From the * Saturday rkvikw/ Ma/reh 21, 1863. 

LORD LLANOVEB AND MB HEBBEBT. 

The great controversy between Lord Hanover and Mr Herbert 
of Glytioa approaches its termination. The mart3rr of Monmouth- 
shire has established, in defiance of his persecutor, the ri^ht 
which Englishmen are commonly supposed to enjoy, of pleasmg 
themselves in all things which are not forbidden by the law of 
the land. The Senator charged with the administration of the 
Department of Monmouth has been disappointed in his hope of 
referring the din>ute to that august bodv to which he announces 
that he is, as Iiord-Lieutenant, exclusively responsible. The 
House of liords, though probably sensible of the honour which 
it derives from the presence of one of its most recent members, is 
not disposed to concern itself with his little county squabbles. 
Although titled families have indulged more freely than com- 
moners in ornamental changes of name, the Peers in general may 
probably object to the discovery that every upstart has the power 
of calling himself Stanley or Howard ; and unless Lord Llanover 
himself originates the discussion, he may perhaps never find an 
opportunity of apologising for his vexatious misuse of local 
authority. Nevertheless, Mr Boebuck judged rightly in calling, 
on the House of Commons to declare that, in great matters or 
small, executive functionaries have nothing to do with the law lut 
to obey it. The office of Lord-lieutenant is in itself siufficiently 
invidious, and it is intolerable that the dispenser of county 
patronage should claim to impose arbitrary conditions on the 
appointment to those offices which are customarily and usefully 
occupied by country gentlemen. Another petty magnate might 
refuse to allow the Wearers of beards admission into the coimty 
militia or magistracv. Nothing is more odious to Englishmen 
than interference with their private affidrs under colour of official 
authority. The only excuse for Lord Llanover's absurd proceed* 
ing is the natural reaction which must ensue on the recovery of 
personal independence after several years of obedience to the 
dictation of a Marylebone vesttj. Mr Dickens's misanthrope 
retired to a turnpike gate, that he might avenge himself on man- 
kind bj taking the tolls. Lord Llanover retaliates on the race 
to which his former constituents belonged bv making himself 
disagreeable to the quiet denizens of Monmouthshire. 

The law, or absence of law, affecting Surnames was correctly 
laid down by Mr Boebuck, and it. was not afterwards disputed. 
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Colonel diffordi on behalf (A his friend, was obliged to confine 
himself to the oonyentional fftUacy, that Lord Llanover was inear 

Sable of aciina except from the most elevated motives. It might 
ave bieen replied that, when inoonsiderable pcoraonB commit a 
wrongful act, the preliminary operationa of th^ minds are not 
an interesting subject of inquiry. Lord-Lieutenants are sup^Kned 
to know the law, as far as it concerns their limited functions ; 
and if they use their power oppressiydhr, the goodness of their 
intentions constitutes but a frivolous defi»icer Sir George Grey 
added the questional proposition that, even if Mr Herbert had 
been ill-treated, Lord LLanorer was notnecessarily to blame. It is 
difficult to deal with the paradox that misconduct may be innocent 
in a public functionary, and it may be assumed that Sir G. Grey 
himself merely intended to imply that Lord lianover^s error was 
comparatively venial. It is certainly not probal^ that the 
Crown will he asked by address to dismiss the Lord-lieutenant 
of Monmouthshire, merely because he taUced a certain amount of 
nonsense, and inflicted a teamanary annoyance on a respectable 
private gentleman. ^ G. Grey's opinion, which is more import 
tant than Lord Llanover^s conduct, has the drfeet of being wholly 
unintelligible. He seems still to adhere to his strange theory, 
that Surnames can only be assumed for the first time after they 
have become familiar bv long usage. The objection to changes oi j 

name which is founded oi^poesiUe doubts as to identity is alto- 
gether irrelevant. Although any intelligible designation is suffi- | 
dent for legal purposes, it is conceivable that a change of name, 
by creating an uncertainty, m^ht invalidate a bequest ; but if any 
person thinks fit to risk so remote an inconvenience, it is not the 
business of the general or local (Government to protect him by 
precautionary restraint against the contmgent results of his own 
tem^ty. 

It is fully time to terminate the miaginary despotism of the 
Home Office, if Sir G. Gr^ correctly represents its mode of pro- 
ceeding. It seems that, when Mr Jones of Llanarih first apfdied 
lor a licence to dian|;e his name, application wa» made to the 
noble families whi<£ bear the name of Herbert; and, as they 
ofovd no objection, the claim was allowed, in deference — ^as cfa» 
of the- officers of the College perhaps erroneousLy stated — to the 
interest <fLord Ltemover, If the famines of Powis of Pembroke 
and of Camarvon had been illiberally disposed to the House ol 
Uanarth, it seems that they would have been allowed a negative 
voice in the official decision ; yet Mr Jcmes would have had the 
same pedigree, the same pretensions to the name of Herbert, and 
even the same influential connexion. Sir G. Grey appears to 
ha/vebeen oddly unconscious <f the impropriety of the eowrse which 
he attributee to the department. Although ne aiserts thait frivo- 
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Ions reasons for change of name have not been accepted as suffi- 
cient, every person is familiar with instances of new names 
which have Seen adopted simply because they were considered 
euphonious or aristocratic. Lord lianover's colleague in pro- 
motion to the Upper House has discarded for his descendants the 
not uncommon Surname of Smith, which he still combines with 
his title. The more ancient houses of Wesley and Seymour 
changed their names without Boyal licence — in one case from a 
dislike to Methodistical associations, and in the other from simple 
bad taste. 

The Solicitor-General, agreeing with Mr Boebuck that a Sur- 
name was virtually equivalent to a nickname, remarked, less 
appositely than truly, mat although a man has a right to assume 
a name, he cannot force his neighbour to use it. If the argument 
was intended to apply to the grievance under discussion, Mr 
Herbert might have asked, in a new sense, the ancient question, 
*' Who is my neighbour ? " A cynic would have answered that a 
neighbour is a person who has the opportunity of committing 
imneighbourly acts. Inasmuch as the two estates are in the same 
coimty, and even in the same district, the owner of Uanover is 
a neighbour of the owner of Clytha, and he may treat him as 
rudely as he thinks fit. No man can compel his neighbour to 
return his salutation, or to abstain from disagreeable subjects of 
conversation. If he meets with discourtesy, he relieves himself 
from further vexation by discontinuing the acquaintance. In 
modem England, custom would not sanction the officious mes- 
sage which Touchstone sent to a certain courtier, that the cut of 
his beard did not please him. The courtier bluntly replied, that 
he cut his beard to please himself ; and if the objection had 
applied to his name, he would probably have returned a similar 
answer. A Lord-lieutenant is scarcely, in the same sense, neigh- 
bour to a candidate for a commission m the Militia. If he offi- 
cially objects to a name, it is useless to reply that there was no 
thought of pleasing him when the name was taken, for he has 
absolute power to give or to withhold the coveted promotion. It 
is needless to say that thpse who exercise the prerogative of the 
Crown are, above all things, bound to avoid undue favour or 
prejudice. The Solicitor-Greneral would scarcely maintain that 
the right to change a name depends on Lord lianover's taste or 
fancy. In private life, it is easy enough to deal with the ill-bred 
perversity which refuses the ordinary courtesies of society, but 
against official ill-nature the protection qf Parliament may be 
properly invoked. 

The Lord-Lieutenant of Monmouthshire has probably at last 
discontinued his crusade against the unlicensed assumption of the 
name of Herbert. It appears that the new designation appeared 
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in a Commission of Sewers for the county, issued under the 
Great Seal, and the Lord Chancellor decided that the Crown was 
bound by its own act, and that the disputed name was therefore 
finally legalized. It is, perhaps, not in the nature of English 
controversies to he settled on their merits. The Lord Chancellor, 
in the midst of more important business,had inadvertently counte- 
nanced Lord Llanover^s blunder, and it was scarcely worth his 
while to correct the mistake, although he has contrived to repair 
the injury which it involved. The irritation which has been 
caused by the proceeding was le^timately directed against the 
supposed author of the articles m the Monmodthshii^ papers, 
and against the undoubted promoter of the imnecessary (usturb- 
ance. # * ♦ * # The gratuitous absurdity 
of appealing to the House of Lords in a matter wholly within the 
competence of the Crown completes Lord Llanover's claim to 
what may perhaps be thought an excessive share of pubHc 
attention. 



GWELL GWISGO NA LLTNGCU'r OENYNEN. 



ERRATA. 

In the original Essay i 

P . 8, 1. 1, for " by " read " againtt." 

P. 7, 1. 12, read " 2, Brown, Par. Ca. 272." 

P. 62, L 2, for " Commisiion *' read " permiiaion." 

P. 71, 1. 2, for " 27 " read " 67." 

Note. — ^It seems that 898 persons, since 1850, on their change of 
name, obtained Licences from the Home Office. 



rminnD bx o. w. ebtmbll, lxttlb pdltirst stxbzt, hatkabxst. 



